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ABSTRACT

Background. Deficiencies in CMV-specific T cell immunity pre-transplant increase patient risk of CMV
reactivation and disease post-transplantation. The aim of this study was to investigate and compare CMV-
specific cellular immunity in healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates pre-transplant to
identify key immune mediators associated with functional defects in CMV-specific T cells.

Methods. A prospective cohort study of 43 adult lung transplant candidates and 14 healthy virus carriers
was conducted in Brisbane, Australia. Intracellular cytokine staining and immune phenotyping (by
multiparametric flow cytometry) were performed to explore phenaotypic and functional characteristics of
CMV-specific T cells.

Results. In this-study, 60% of lung transplant candidates were-CMV-seropositive pre-transplant. The
numbers of CMV-specific T cells in the periphery were comparable between CMV-seropositive lung
transplant candidates and healthy virus carriers. Effector molecule (CD107a, IFN-y, TNF-a, and IL-2)
expression on CMV-specific CD8* and CD4* T cells was significantly higher in CMV-seropositive lung
transplant candidates compared to healthy virus carriers. However, expression of key T cell function
mediators (CD11a, CD29, CD49f, and Granzyme B) was significantly higher in CMV-seropositive lung
transplant candidates compared to healthy virus carriers. Conversely, expression levels of CD49d, CD103,
and Eomes on T cells and CMV-specific T cells were significantly lower in CMV-seropositive lung transplant
candidates compared to healthy virus carriers.

Conclusions. The findings from this study reveal significant phenotypic differences between healthy virus
carriers and lung transplant candidates. Assessment of pre-existing CMV-specific T-cell immunity in lung

transplant candidates may help to inform and personalise post-transplant clinical management.
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INTRODUCTION

Human cytomegalovirus (CMV) is a ubiquitous beta human herpesvirus 5 belonging to the Herpesviridae
family [1, 2] that was first observed in 1881 by German pathologist Hugo Ribbert in infants as typical
cytomegalic cells with intranuclear inclusions that were suspected to be protozoa [3]. The virus was later
identified as CMV and isolated in 1957 by paediatrician and research scientist Thomas/H. Weller [3]. In the
human population, CMV is a common infection with 30-90% CMV seroprevalence in healthy individuals
[1, 4] who are usually asymptomatic. However, CMV can-cause disease and virus-associated complications
(e.g. retinitis, encephalitis, pneumonitis, hepatitis, nephritis, and colitis etc.) in immunocompromised and
immunosuppressed solid organ transplant (SOT) recipients [1, 5].

The number of solid organ transplantations~performed annually exceeds 200,000 globally,
therefore, a significant number of patients-will experience risk of CMV disease and other virus-associated
complications [4, 6]. Pre-existing\CMV-specific T-cell immunity plays an important role in controlling CMV
infection and virus-associated disease post-transplant. Therefore, organ transplantation from a CMV-
seropositive donor to a CMV-seronegative SOT recipient (R-/D+) increases the risk of CMV-associated
disease and poor post-transplant outcomes compared to a CMV-seropositive transplant recipient
receiving an organ from a CMV-seropositive or seronegative donor (R+/Dz) [5-10].

Therapeutic management of CMV infection in SOT recipients consists of first-line anti-viral
prophylaxes, ganciclovir or valganciclovir, and second-line anti-viral therapies, foscarnet or cidofovir [7,
11]. Despite therapeutic intervention, CMV remains a significant threat in transplant recipients due to
drug resistance following prolonged exposure to first-line anti-viral therapies and the side effects (e.g.
myelosuppression and nephrotoxicity) associated with second-line anti-viral therapies [7, 11].
Reactivation of CMV is currently managed by reducing immunosuppressive therapy to promote immune
reconstitution against CMV, however, this approach can increase the risk of graft rejection, premature

graft loss, and death [12, 13]. Hence, a better understanding of T cell-mediated immune regulation of
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CMV infection is needed to assess the risk profile of each SOT recipient and enable individualised
treatments, including potential immunotherapeutic approaches.

Cellular immunity against CMV plays a crucial role in controlling persistent viral infection.
Monitoring CMV-specific cellular immunity after transplantation has shown potential for assessing
individual risk of CMV reactivation and disease. Several clinical assays have been.approved for this
purpose [14-16]. Recent studies involving kidney transplant candidates have also shown how pre-
transplant CMV-specificimmune monitoring can help distinguish patients at risk of CMV disease and virus-
associated complications [17, 18].

Cytomegalovirus is a.persistent viral infection that undergoes periodic reactivation of the latent
virus. In healthy individuals, periodic reactivation is controlled by the adaptive immune system,
particularly the HLA-restricted CMV-specific-CD8* cytotoxic T lymphocyte compartment. Importantly,
CMV-specific CD4" T lymphocytes help maintain CD8* memory T cell function [19-21]. Immune control of
CMV infection is compromised in patients with weakened immune systems, like SOT recipients, where
CMV is a major cause of morbidity and mortality. Primary CMV infection is usually benign in
immunocompetent hosts and provides an ideal setting for investigating CMV-specific cellular immune
responses to a latent virus. The existence of defined HLA class | and class Il restricted CMV-specific T cell
epitopes and populations of CMV-specific T cells easily recognised by ex vivo functional T cell assays makes
primary CMV infection an ideal setting for exploring immune responses to a latent virus. Therefore, the
aim of this study was to investigate and compare CMV-specific T cell responses in healthy CMV-

seropositive individuals and lung transplant candidates.
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METHODS

Study participants

This prospective cohort research was performed according to the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki.
Ethics approval to undertake the research involving healthy volunteers was obtained from QIMR
Berghofer Human Research Ethics Committee. Ethics approval to undertake the research involving lung
transplant candidates was obtained from both The Prince Charles Hospital Human Research Ethics
Committee and QIMR Berghofer Medical Research Institute Human Research Ethics Committee. Written
informed consent was obtained from all participants prior to inclusion in the study. A total of 43 lung
transplant patients were recruited prior to lung transplantation, from The Prince Charles Hospital,
Brisbane between 2013 and 2014. Fourteen healthy virus carriers were also recruited to the study from
QIMR Berghofer Medical Research Institute, ,Brisbane, Queensland, Australia. The demographics and
clinical characteristics of the lung transplant patients are provided in Table 1. The demographics and
clinical characteristics of healthy CMV-seropositive individuals is given in Table 2. Forty patients went on
to receive a lung transplant. Blood samples were collected in EDTA tubes from healthy virus carriers and
lung transplant candidates pre-transplant to assess pre-existing CMV-specific T-cell immunity using the
intracellular cytokine staining assay. Peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMC) from whole blood of

healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates were isolated for flow cytometric analysis.

Intracellular cytokine staining

To investigate the functionality of T cells, an Intracellular cytokine staining (ICS) assay was performed using
PBMC of transplant candidates. PBMC were incubated overnight in R10 medium at 37°C. After incubation,
T cells were counted. Approximately 5x10° T cells in 100 pL of R10 medium were added to 96-well V-
bottom plate. To the required wells, 2 pl/well of overlapping CMV-peptide pools (CMV pepmix, CMV pp65,

CMV IE1) (JPT Technologies) were added. To the required wells, 100 pL/well of master mix containing R10
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medium, 2 uL/mL of GolgiPlug or Brefeldin A (BD Biosciences, New Jersey, USA), 1.4 uL/mL of GolgiStop
or Monensin (BD Biosciences) and 50 pL/mL of anti-CD107a-FITC (clone H4A3, BD Biosciences, San Jose,
USA) was added and were incubated for 4 h at 37°C. After incubation, cells were washed and labelled with
anti-CD4-Pacific Blue (clone RPA-T4, BD Biosciences, San Jose, USA), anti-CD8-PerCP-Cy5.5 (clone RPA-TS,
Life Technologies, CA, USA) and LIVE/DEAD fixable near-IR Dead Cell Stain (Thermo Fischer Scientific,
Waltham, USA) for 30 min at 4°C. Cells were washed with PBS-2% FCS; fixed and permeabilised with
Cytofix/Cytoperm solution (BD Biosciences, San Jose, USA); then incubated with anti-IL-2-PE (clone MQ1-
17H12, Life Technologies, CA, USA), anti-IFN-y=AF700 (clone B27, BD Biosciences, San Jose, USA) and anti-
TNF-APC (clone Mab11, BD._Biosciences, San Jose, USA) for 30 min.at.-4°C. Cells were washed with
perm/wash buffer and resuspended. in fixation buffer containing 1% paraformaldehyde and incubated for
15-30 min at 4°C. Cells were washed and resuspended in PBS-2% FCS and acquired using a BD LSRFortessa
with FACSDiva software (BD Biosciences, San Jose, USA). Post-acquisition analysis was performed using

FlowJo version 10.7.2 software (FlowlJo LLC, Ashland, Oregon, USA).

Peripheral blood mononuclear cells immune phenotyping

To identify the phenotype and functional characteristics of PBMC from healthy virus carriers and lung
transplant candidates, 1 mL vial of PBMC containing approximately 10x10° cells from each healthy CMV-
seropositive individual and lung transplant candidate were thawed and added to 9 mL of R10 (RPMI-10%
FCS) and then centrifuged at 400g for 10 min. PBMC pellets were resuspended in 10mL of R10. Number
of viable cells per mL of PBMC was determined using the trypan blue exclusion method; wherein a sample
of trypan blue and cells were prepared to a ratio of 1:1. 10uL of sample was loaded into a haemocytometer
and examined under microscope immediately. PBMC (5x10° cells/test) were added to required wells of a
96-well V-bottom plate. T cells were washed with 200uL per well of wash buffer (PBS-2% FCS) and the cell

pellet was resuspended in PBS-2% FCS containing cell surface antibodies; APC-labelled HLA-matched
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peptide-MHC (pMHC) multimers (Immudex, Copenhagen, Denmark) and anti-CCR7-PE-Cy7 (clone 3D12,
BD Biosciences, San Jose, USA), incubated for 10 min at 4°C and then incubated with anti-CD3-BV711
(clone SK7, BioLegend, San Diego, USA), anti-CD19-PE-Cy5 (clone HIB19, BD Biosciences, San Jose, USA),
anti-CD8-BV786 (clone RPA-TS8, eBioscience, San Diego, USA), anti-CD4-Pacific Blue (clone RPA-T4, BD
Biosciences, San Jose, USA), anti-CD27-PE-Dazzle (clone LG.3A10, BioLegend, San Diego,USA), anti-CD28-
BV480 (clone CD28.2, BD Biosciences, San Jose, USA), anti-CD45RA-FITC (clone HI100, BD Biosciences, San
Jose, USA), anti-CD57-BV605 (clone QA17A04, BioLegend, San Diego, USA) and LIVE/DEAD fixable near-IR
Dead Cell Stain (Thermo Fischer Scientific;”Waltham, USA), or with anti-CD11a-FITC (clone HI111,
BioLegend, San Diego, USA), anti-CD18-PE-Cy7 (clone 1B4/CD18, BioLegend, San Diego, USA), anti-CD29-
AF700 (clone TS2/16, BioLegend, San Diego, USA), anti-CD49d-PerCP-Cy5.5 (clone 9F10, BD Biosciences,
San'Jose, USA), anti-CD49f-BV421 (clone GoH3, BioLegend, San Diego, USA) for 30 min at 4°C. Following
incubation, cells were centrifuged’at 1000g for 2 min and then washed with PBS-2% FCS, fixed and
permeabilised with transcription factor cytofix/cytoperm solution (BD Biosciences) for 1 h at 4°C. After
fixation, cells were washed with perm/wash buffer (BD Biosciences) and resuspended in 50 pL of
perm/wash buffer containing intracellular markers; anti-CD103-PE (clone B-Ly7, Life Technologies, CA,
USA) or with anti-T-bet-PE (clone eBio4B10, Life Technologies, CA, USA), anti-Eomes-PCP-eFluor710 (clone
WD1928, Life Technologies, CA, USA) and anti-Granzyme B-AF700 (clone GB11, BD Biosciences, San Jose,
USA) for 30 min at 4°C. After incubation, cells were washed with perm/wash buffer and resuspended in
fixation buffer containing 1% paraformaldehyde and incubated for 15-30 min at 4°C. Cells were washed
and resuspended in PBS-2% FCS and acquired using a BD LSRFortessa with FACSDiva software (BD
Biosciences, San Jose, USA). Post-acquisition analysis was performed using FlowlJo version 10.7.2 software

(Flowlo LLC, Ashland, Oregon, USA).
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Statistical analysis

GraphPad Prism 9.0.1 (San Diego, CA, USA) was used to perform statistical analyses. Demographics and
clinical characteristics of healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates were represented as
median (interquartile range (IQR)) and n (%), respectively. Statistical comparisons between two
continuous variables were made using a two-tailed non-parametric unpaired t test (Mann—Whitney U
test). All graphs were prepared in GraphPad Prism, with box plots used to represent the median
(horizontal line), 25™ and 75" percentiles (boxes) and 5™-and 95" percentiles (whiskers). P<0.05 was

deemed statistically significant.
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RESULTS

Cohort characteristics

Forty-three prospective lung transplant candidates with a median age of 54 were recruited to the study.
From the 43 lung transplant candidates, 21 were males and 22 were females. Twenty-six (60%) were CMV-
seropositive and 17 (40%) were CMV-seronegative pre-transplant. The majority of the lung transplant
candidates (18, 42%) had chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD). Twelve (28%) had idiopathic
pulmonary fibrosis (IPF), 10 (23%) had cystic fibrosis (CF), while one candidate each had bronchiectasis
(2.3%), pulmonary sarcoidosis (2.3%), or chronic hypersensitivity. pneumonitis (2.3%), as the indication for
transplantation. All candidates received bilateral lung transplants. Detailed clinical characteristics of the
cohort are presented in Table 1. A total of 14 CMV-seropositive healthy volunteers with ages and HLA
type closely matched to transplant candidates were also recruited to the study. Demographic and clinical

characteristics of healthy CMV+seropositive individuals are provided in Table 2.

Ex vivo profiling of CMV-specific T cell responses in healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates
To assess CMV-specific T-cell responses, experiments began by isolating peripheral blood mononuclear
cells from whole blood of healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates by density gradient
centrifugation with Ficoll-Paque™. Next, expression of effector molecules (CD107a (cytotoxic
degranulation), IFN-y, TNF-a, and IL-2) was measured on both CD8" and CD4" T cells by intracellular
cytokine staining following stimulation with an overlapping CMV peptide pool (CMV pepmix, pp65 and IE1
antigen). The CMV pepmix is a clinical-grade custom peptide pool that includes predefined HLA class | and
class ll-restricted peptide epitopes from pp65, pp50, IE-1, gH, and gB [22-25]. These peptides have
important functions in CMV infection. For example, viral glycoproteins gB and gB are responsible for virus
attachment and host cell penetration [23] while CMV pp65 (UL83) is a structural tegument

phosphoprotein and CMV IE1 (UL123) is a non-structural immediate early protein [23]. Tegument protein
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CMV pp65 provides the most immunodominant MHC class | and Il antigens that are responsible for
evading the immune system during CMV infection [26]. Similarly, CMV IE1 provides the most
immunodominant MHC class | antigens that are expressed during viral replication [23, 27, 28]. In addition,
CD8* T cells specific for pp65 and IE1 are detectable in most CMV-seropositive individuals and provide
protection from CMV infection [24, 28, 29].

A representative gating strategy for expression of effector molecules (CD107a, IFN-y, TNF-a and
IL-2) on CMV-specific CD8" T cells in a healthy CMV-seropasitive individual is shown in Figure 1. Findings
from this study showed that the frequency of CD107a-producing pp65-specific CD8" T cells in CMV-
seropositive lung transplant candidates was significantly higher than healthy CMV-seropositive individuals
(Figure 2A). The frequency of effector molecule (CD1074a,\IFN-y, TNF-a, and IL-2) producing CMV IE1
specific CD8* T cells was also significantly higherin CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates compared
to healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (Figure 2A).

Stimulation with immunodominant antigens produced similar results. The CMV pp65 antigen
significantly increased the frequency of CD107a, IFN-y, and IL-2 on CD4* T cells in CMV-seropositive lung
transplant candidates compared to healthy CMV-seropositive volunteers (Figure 2B). Similarly,
stimulation with the CMV IE1 antigen also significantly increased the frequency of effector molecules
CD107a, IFN-y, TNF-a, and IL-2 on CD4"* T cells in CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates compared
to healthy CMV-seropositive volunteers (Figure 2B). These results demonstrate that CD8* and CD4* T cells
from CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates exhibit more polyfunctionality compared to healthy
virus carriers. Increased T cell functionality in CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates could be due

to underlying disease conditions, recent reactivation of CMV, or more CMV-specific T cells pre-transplant.
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CMV-specific T cells in healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates

Peripheral blood mononuclear cells from healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive transplant
candidates were stained with HLA-matched CMV-specific peptide (pMHC) multimer for identification of
CMV-specific T cells. This experimental approach was based on the assumption that CMV-specific T cell
deficiency in healthy virus carriers, compared to CMV-seropositive lung transplant.candidates, is
associated with decreased polyfunctionality in healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (i.e. decreased
expression of effector molecules on CD8* T cells and CD4* T cells when T cells are stimulated with the
overlapping CMV peptide pool pp65 and IE1):

A representative gating strategy to identify CMV-specific T cells is.shown in Figure 3A. CMV-
specific T cells-were observed in healthy CMV-seropositive \individuals and CMV-seropositive lung
transplant candidates (Figure 3B). No significant differences were observed in the proportion of CMV-
specific T cells between CMV-seropositive healthy volunteers and lung transplant candidates (Figure 3C).
The HLA types of healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates, along with the pMHC multimers

used in this study, are listed in Tables 2 and 3.

Phenotypic and functional characteristics of CMV-specific T cells in healthy virus carriers and lung
transplant candidates

Circulating CMV-specific T cells were observed in healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive lung
transplant candidates pre-transplant to determine whether differences in immune phenotype were
associated with differential expression of effector molecules (CD107a, IFN-y, TNF-a and IL-2) on CMV-
specific CD8* and CD4* T cells. Immune phenotypes were observed in PBMC from healthy virus carriers
and CMV-seropositive and CMV-seronegative lung transplant candidates to determine whether
transplant candidates exhibit different immune phenotypes compared to healthy virus carriers. A

representative staining is shown in Supplementary Figure 1. T and B cell subsets were quantified using
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PBMC from healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates. The proportion of CD3* T cells, CD8* T
cells, CD4* T cells, and B cells were similar between healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive and CMV-
seronegative lung transplant candidates (Figure 4A). In addition, the frequency of early central memory
(ECM), late central memory (LCM), early effector memory (EEM), and late effector memory (LEM) CD8" T
cells (Figure 4B), and CD4" T cells (Figure 4C) did not differ significantly between healthy virus carriers and
CMV-seropositive and CMV-seronegative lung transplant candidates. However, the frequency of naive B
cells significantly increased in CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates compared to healthy CMV-
seropositive individuals, while the frequency of memory B cells significantly decreased in CMV-
seropositive lung transplant candidates compared to healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (Figure 4D).
A phenotypic analysis of CMV-specific T cells from/healthy CMV-seropositive individuals and CMV-
seropositive lung transplant candidates was performed to address why healthy virus carriers produce less
cytokines compared to CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates. A representative gating strategy to
identify the phenotypes of CMV-specific T cells is shown in Supplementary Figure 2A. Proportion of
memory T cells (ECM, LCM, EEM, and LEM) were similar between healthy virus carriers and CMV-

seropositive lung transplant candidates (Supplementary Figure 2B).

Expression of costimulatory molecules and integrins on CMV-specific T cells from healthy virus carriers
and lung transplant candidates

No significant differences were observed in the central and effector memory phenotypes of T cells or
CMV-specific T cells between healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates,
therefore, a panel of cell surface integrin markers, CD11a (ITGAL), CD18 (ITGB2), CD29 (ITGB1), CD49d
(ITGA4), CD49f (ITGA6), and CD103 (ITGA6), was selected to investigate differences in T cell functionality
between healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates. This experimental

approach was based on the assumption that increased production of cytokines in CMV-seropositive lung
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transplant candidates, when compared to healthy virus carriers, may be due to higher expression of co-
stimulatory and integrin molecules on T cells.

The panel of cell surface integrin markers selected are responsible for memory T cell
differentiation, co-stimulation on T cells, and for T cell trafficking to different organs and tissues. CD11a
pairs with CD18 to form the lymphocyte function associated antigen (LFA)-1 (alLB2,.CD11a/CD18) that
plays a critical role in enhancing T cell activation [30]. CD29 pairs not only with CD49d to form the very
late antigen (VLA)-4 (a4B1, CD49d/CD29), but also with-CD49f to form VLA-6 (a6B1, CD49f/CD29); a
marker of IFN-y-producing cells with enhanced cytotoxicpotential [31]. Integrin alpha 4 (CD49d) plays a
role in T cell stimulation that.includes inducing IFN-y production [32]. Following infectious challenge, co-
stimulatory molecule CD49d participates in T cell traffickingintolower respiratory compartments [33].

Expression of co-stimulatory and integrin markers, CD11a, CD18, CD29, CD49d, CD49f, and CD103,
was assessed on CD8* T cells, CMV=specific CD8"* T cells, and CD4* T from healthy virus carriers and lung
transplant candidates.*Significantly higher expression of CD29 (P<0.001), CD49f (P<0.001), and CD103
(P<0.01) was observed on CD8* T cells from CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates compared to
healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (Figure 5A). Conversely, significantly lower expression of CD103
(P<0.05) was observed in CMV-specific (CD8" multimer*) T cells from CMV-seropositive lung transplant
candidates compared to healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (Figure 5B). Significantly higher expression
of CD11a (P<0.05), CD29 (P<0.0001) and significantly lower expression of CD49d (P<0.0001) and CD103
(P<0.0001) was observed on CD4* T cells in CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates compared to
healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (Figure 5C). Overall, the findings suggest that differential expression
of integrins and memory T cell differentiation markers may be associated with underlying disease

conditions in lung transplant candidates pre-transplant.
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Expression of transcription factors and effector molecule in CMV-specific T cells from healthy virus
carriers and lung transplant candidates
Transcription factors play an important role in memory and effector T cell differentiation and function
during infection [34]. T cells deficient in T-bet, Eomes, and Granzyme B are associated with poor T cell
function and differentiation and impact the effector profile of T cells [35-38]. To assess whether lower
CMV-specific T cell responses in healthy virus carriers compared to CMV-seropositive lung transplant
candidates, is linked to expression of immune regulatory T=box transcription factors TBX21 (T-bet) and
Eomesodermin (Eomes) and effector molecule Granzyme B, CD8* T cells, CMV-specific (CD8* multimer*) T
cells, and CD4* T cells from-healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive. and CMV-seronegative lung
transplant candidates were assessed for intracellular expression.of Eomes, T-bet, and Granzyme B.
Significantly lower expression of Eomes'(P<0.01) and higher expression of Granzyme B (P<0.05)
was observed in CD8"* T cells in"CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates compared to healthy CMV-
seropositive individuals (Figure 6A). Similarly, significantly lower expression of Eomes (P<0.05) was
observed in CMV-specific T cells in CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates compared to healthy
CMV-seropositive individuals (Figure 6B). In addition, CD4* T cells exhibited significantly lower expression
of Eomes (P<0.05), T-bet (P<0.01), and significantly higher expression of Granzyme B (P<0.0001) in CMV-

seropositive lung transplant candidates compared to healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (Figure 6C).
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DISCUSSION

In this study, CMV-specific T cell responses, phenotypic and functional characteristics of CMV-specific T
cells was investigated and compared between 14 healthy virus carriers and 43 lung transplant candidates.
Analysis from this study defined significant changes in the expression patterns of key integrin molecules,
transcription factors and effector molecules on T cells that correlate with functional defects in CMV-
specific T cells.

A study reported previously have shown that CMV-seropositive kidney transplant recipients post-
transplant had significantly higher levels of CMV-specific IFN-y*CD8' T cells response compared to healthy
controls [39]. Another retrospective study have shown that SOT recipientspre-transplant had significantly
higher CMV IgG titres compared to healthy individuals [40]. Interestingly, the findings in the study
presented here demonstrates significantly-higher frequency of CD107a, IFN-y, TNF-a and IL-2 producing
IE1-specific CD8* and CD4"* T.cells and CD107a, IFN-y, TNF-a and IL-2 producing pp65-specific CD4* T cells
in CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates pre-transplant compared to healthy virus carriers. These
observations might be associated with endogenous CMV reactivation of the latent virus and intermittent
virus shedding and immune boosting against CMV in end stage organ disease leading to SOT [40].

CMV-specific T cell functional differences between healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive
lung transplant candidates was not associated with the absence of virus-specific T cells in the periphery
or central or effector memory phenotype. However, CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates pre-
transplant had significantly higher expression of integrin molecules CD29 and CD49f on CD8*T cells, CD11a
and CD29 on CD4* T cells compared to healthy virus carriers. CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates
had significantly lower expression of CD103 on CD8* T cells, CMV-specific T cells and CD4* T cells and co-
stimulatory molecule CD49d on CD4* T cells compared to healthy virus carriers. A recent study by Nicolet
et al. [31] have revealed the importance of B1 integrin (CD29) for enhancing IFN-y-producing CD8"* T cells

with increased expression of cytotoxic molecules. Multiple studies reported previously have used integrin
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a4 (CD49d) alone or in combination with another co-stimulatory molecule (CD28) as a co-stimulatory
molecule on T cells for enhancing the production of IFN-y and other cytokines [32, 41-44]. Furthermore,
CD49d is considered to play a key role in trafficking of T cells into the lungs in response to infection [45,
46). Previous studies have shown that the co-expression of CD11aMCD49d" on CD3* T cells is associated
with enhanced IFN-y production following vaccination [47]. Similarly, another study_has shown that co-
expression of CD11a"CD49d* on CD4* T cells following LCMV infection was associated with increased IFN-
y production [46]. Recent observations have also demonstrated the importance of CD29, which pairs with
CD49d and CD49f to form very late antigen(VLA)-4 and VLA-6, as a marker of IFN-y-producing cells with
enhanced cytotoxic potential [31]. Similarly, CD49f plays an important-role in stem cell biology [48].
Recent study have demonstrated that CD49f is essential forregulatory T cell function and differentiation
[48]. Previous studies demonstrated the role of CD103 as an important marker for tissue resident memory
(TRM) T cells which provides protection against viral infections [49, 50].

Similarly, CMV=seropositive lung transplant candidates had significantly lower expression of
immune regulatory transcription factor Eomes on CD8* T cells, CMV-specific T cells and CD4* T cells
compared to healthy virus carriers. In contrast, CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates had
significantly higher expression of transcription factor T-bet on CD4* T cells, effector molecule Granzyme B
on CD8* T cells, CMV-specific T cells and CD4"* T cells compared to healthy virus carriers. T-box transcription
factors (T-bet and Eomes) are important for the development and differentiation of effector and memory
CD8* T cells [37, 51-54]. Previous studies have shown distinct role for T-bet and Eomes during acute and
chronic infection [51, 55, 56]. During acute infection, expression of T-bet and Eomes increased following
T cell activation, when they facilitate the production of effector molecules like IFN-y [51, 53, 54, 56, 57].
During chronic infection, T-bet and Eomes are indispensable and in the absence of any of these
transcription factors, the exhausted CD8* T cells fails to form [55]. Early T cell exhaustion during chronic

viral infection is associated with Eomes" PD-1" expression on T cells leading to decreased IL-2
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production. While terminally exhausted T cells following high antigen load during chronic viral infection
lack the ability to produce effector molecules (IFN-y, TNF-a and IL-2) and are associated with PD-1"
Eomes" T-bet"" expression [34].

A previous study has shown that a low CMV antibody titre in CMV-seropositive liver transplant
candidates pre-transplant was associated with higher incidence of CMV infection post-transplant [58]. A
study has recently demonstrated the safety of autologous CMV-specific T<cell therapy in SOT recipients in
a phase I clinical trial, and associated this therapy with evidence of improved immune control and drastic
changes in peripheral T-cell immunity in responding patients [59].

It is important to note that this study had some limitations. The-study had a small sample size
cohort and was:a single-centre study. Multi-centre and large cohort studies are needed to validate these
findings. In conclusion, results from this study provide evidence that the assessment of CMV-specific T-
cell immunity in lung transplant-candidates can provide a mechanism to assess the risk of viral reactivation
post-transplant. Assessment of pre-existing CMV-specific T-cell immunity in lung transplant candidates

may help to inform and personalise post-transplant clinical management.
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Variable

CMV-seropositive
patients (n = 26)

CMV-seronegative
patients (n=17)

Median age at transplantation, y (IQR)

54 (50-62)

56 (38-63)

Sex

Male, n (%)

10 (38.46%)

11 (64.7%)

Female, n (%)

16 (61.54%)

6(35.3%)

Recipient CMV serology

CMV-seropositive, n (%)

26 (100%)

CMV-seronegative, n (%)

17 (100%)

Donor CMV serology

CMV-seropositive, n (%)

17 (65.38%)

14 (82.35%)

CMV-seronegative, n (%) 6 (23%) 3(17.65%)
Indication for transplantation

Cystic fibrosis (CF), n (%) 4 (15.4%) 6 (35.3%)
Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), n (%) 13)(50%) 5(29.41%)
Idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IPF), n (%) 7 (26.92%) 5(29.41%)
Bronchiectasis, n (%) 1(3.84%) 0
Pulmonary sarcoidosis, n (%) 1(3.84%) 0
Chronic hypersensitivity pneumonitis, n (%) 0 1 (5.88%)

Lung transplantation

Number of patients who received a transplant, n (%)

23 (88.46%)

17 (100%)

Type of transplant

Bilateral lung, n (%)

23 (100%)

16 (94.12%)

Heart-liver-lung, n (%)

0

1(5.88%)

Abbreviations: CMV, cytomegalovirus; IR, immune-reactive; NIR, non-immune-reactive; IQR, interquartile

range; n, number; %, percentage; y, years; m, months
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Table 2. HLA typing of healthy CMV-seropositive individuals and HLA-matched CMV-specific peptide-
MHC multimers used in the study

Healthy donor | Agein Sex HLA typing HLA-matched CMV-specific
code years peptide-MHC multimer
(range)
P158-01 41-45 A2 B15 B40 Cw3 Cw3 NLV (pp65, A2)
P158-06 66-70 A2 A23 B15 B44 Cw3 Cw4 NLV (pp65, A2)
DRB1*07
P158-10 56-60 M A1l A68 B18 B53 Cw4 Cw5 NA
DRB1*07 DRB1*13
P158-20 56-60 F A2 A25 B44 B58 Cw5 Cw7 NLV (pp65, A2)
DRB1*13 DRB1*15
P158-23 56-60 F A24 A29 B14 B35 Cw4 Cw8 IPS (pp65, B35)
DRB1*07 DRB1*12
P158-48 61-65 F Al A2 B15 B44 Cw3 Cw16 VTE (pp50, Al); NLV (pp65,
DRB1*07 DRB1*15 A2)
P158-57 61-65 F A2 B35 B40 Cw3 Cw4 DRB1*04 NLV (pp65, A2); IPS (pp65,
DRB1*04 B35)
P158-65 56-60 F A2 A24 B18 B50.€wb Cw7 NLV (pp65, A2)
DRB1*07 DRB1*11
P158-97 51-55 F Al A3 B7 B8 Cw7 Cw7 VTE (pp50, Al); RPH (pp65,
DRB1*03 DRB1*07 B7); TPR (pp65, B7); ELR/K
(IE-1, B8)
P2282-03 3640 F A*02:01 A*23:01 B*40:01 NLV (pp65, A2)
B*44:03 C*03:04 C*04:01
DRB1*07:0 DRB1*08:01
P2282-07 56-60 M A*23:01 A*24:02 B*27:07 NA
B*41:01 C*15:02 C*17:01
DRB1*11:01 DRB1*11:01
P2282-38 41-45 M A*02:01 A*24:02 B*40:01 NLV (pp65, A2)
B*40:06 C*03:04 C*15:02
DRB1*07:01 DRB1*15:01
P2282-59 46-50 M A*02:01 A*32:01 B*27:01 NLV (pp65, A2)
B*60:01 Cw2 Cw3
P2282-66 36-40 M A*01:01 A*32:01 B*08:01 VTE (pp50, Al); ELR/K (IE-1,
B*27:08 C*06:02 C*07:01 B8)
DRB1*07:01 DRB1*16:01

Abbreviations: CMV, cytomegalovirus; HLA, human leukocyte antigen; MHC, major histocompatibility

complex; pp65, phosphoprotein 65; IE-1, immediate early-1 protein; NA, not available.
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Table 3. HLA typing of lung transplant candidates and HLA-matched CMV-specific peptide-MHC
multimers used in the study

Patient code | Recipient HLA type | HLA-matched CMV-specific peptide-MHC multimer
PCH-03 A2 A3 B27 B49 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-04 A2 A11 B7 B35 NLV (pp65, A2); RPH (pp65, B7); TPR (pp65, B7); IPS (pp65, B35)
PCH-05 Al A2 B8 B62 VTE (pp50, Al); NLV (pp65, A2); ELR/K (IE-1, B8)
PCH-07 A3 A31 B7 B60 RPH (pp65, B7); TPR (pp65, B7)

PCH-08 A2 A11 B35 B62 NLV (pp65, A2); IPS (pp65, B35)

PCH-09 Al A2 B7 B44 VTE (pp50, Al); NLV (pp65, A2); RPH (pp65, B7); TPR.(pp65, B7)
PCH-10 Al11 B35 IPS (pp65, B35)

PCH-11 A25 A29 B18 B44 NA

PCH-12 A2 B7 B35 NLV (pp65, A2); RPH (pp65, B7); TPR (pp65, B7); IPS (pp65, B35)
PCH-13 A2 A3 B35 B51 NLV (pp65, A2);1PS (pp65, B35)

PCH-14 A26 B8 B45 ELR/K (IE-1, B8)

PCH-15 A2 A31 B39 B44 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-16 A2 A26 B8 B27 NLV (pp65, A2); ELR/K (IE-1, B8)

PCH-17 A2 B7 NLV (pp65, A2); RPH (pp65, B7); TPR(pp65, B7)
PCH-18 A2 A34 B60 B61 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-19 A1 A24 B8 B44 VTE (pp50, Al); ELR/K (IE-1, B8)

PCH-20 A2 A3 B8 B62 NLV (pp65, A2); ELR/K (IE-1, BS)

PCH-21 A2 A11 B35 B60 NLV-(pp65, A2); IPS (pp65, B35)

PCH-22 A3 A23 B7 B65 RPH (pp65, B7); TPR (pp65, B7)

PCH-24 A3 A29 B44 B62 NA

PCH-25 A2 A3-B44 B62 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-27 Al A3 B7 B8 VTE (pp50, Al); RPH (pp65, B7); TPR (pp65, B7); ELR/K (IE-1, B8)
PCH-28 A29 A68 B35 B44 IPS (pp65, B35)

PCH-29 A2 A11 B44 B50 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-30 A2 B18 B51 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-31 A1 B8 B35 VTE (pp50, Al); ELR/K (IE-1, B8); IPS (pp65, B35)
PCH-32 A2 A33 B18 B58 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-32M A3 B37 B65 NA

PCH-33 A3 A68 B38 B51 NA

PCH-34 Al A2 B8 B18 VTE (pp50, Al); NLV (pp65, A2); ELR/K (IE-1, B8)
PCH-35 A2 A29 B44 B51 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-36 A2 A29 B45 B51 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-38 Al A3 B42 B57 VTE (pp50, Al)

PCH-39 A24 B8 ELR/K (IE-1, B8)

PCH-40 Al A29 B8 B44 VTE (pp50, Al); ELR/K (IE-1, B8)

PCH-41 A2 A24 B60 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-42 A2 A28 B44 B70 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-43 A2 A29 B44 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-44 A2 A24 B35 B60 NLV (pp65, A2); IPS (pp65, B35)

PCH-45 A2 A24 B27 B70 NLV (pp65, A2)

PCH-46 A2 A28 B7 B54 NLV (pp65, A2); RPH (pp65, B7); TPR (pp65, B7)
PCH-47 A26 A29 B27 B44 NA

PCH-48 A2 A32 B13 B55 NLV (pp65, A2)
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Abbreviations: CMV, cytomegalovirus; HLA, human leukocyte antigen; MHC, major histocompatibility
complex; pp65, phosphoprotein 65; IE-1, immediate early-1 protein; NA, not available.
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FIGURE LEGENDS

Figure 1. Gating strategy of intracellular cytokine staining analysis. Peripheral blood mononuclear cells
from healthy virus carrier were used for intracellular cytokine staining (ICS) analysis.
Lymphocytes were first gated into single cells, single cells were then gated into viablecells, and
viable cells were finally gated into CD8*/CD4* T cells. The ICS analysis for the expression of
CD107a (cytotoxic degranulation), IFN-y, TNF and IL-2 on CD8" T cells upon stimulation with
overlapping CMV peptide pools (CMV pepmix, pp65 and IE1 antigen) was performed.
Representative FACS plot forithe frequency of effector molecules (CD107a, IFN-y, TNF and IL-2)

on CMV-specific CD8* T cells in CMV-seropositive healthy individual is shown.

Figure 2. Frequency of effector molecules within the CD8*/CD4* T cell population. Peripheral blood
mononuclear cells from healthy virus carriers and CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates
pre-transplant were used for intracellular cytokine staining (ICS) analysis. Samples were
categorised into two groups CMV-seropositive healthy individuals (n=14) and CMV-seropositive
lung transplant candidates (CMV+LTR (n=21)). The cells were stimulated with overlapping CMV
peptide pool (CMV pepmix, pp65 and IE1). The ICS analysis for the expression of CD107a
(cytotoxic degranulation), IFN-y, TNF and IL-2, upon stimulation with CMV peptide pool was
performed. The frequency of CD8" T cells (A) and CD4* T cells (B) expressing the respective
effector molecules upon stimulation with CMV pepmix, pp65 and IE1 antigen was analysed and
compared between CMV-seropositive healthy individuals and CMV-seropositive lung transplant
candidates. Each dot represents a different transplant candidate. *P<0.05, **P<0.01,
***¥P<0.001, ****P<0.0001 as determined by two-tailed nonparametric unpaired t test (Mann-

Whitney U test).
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Figure 3. Frequency of CMV-specific T cells in healthy volunteers and lung transplant candidates.
Peripheral blood mononuclear cells from healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates
were stained with surface markers such as CD3, CD8, CD4, CD19, LIVE/DEAD fixable near-IR
Dead Cell Stain, and HLA matched CMV-specific peptide-pMHC multimer and analysed using
flow cytometry. (A) represents gating strategy to identify CMV-specific T cells. Lymphocytes
gated into single cells. Single cells were then gated into viable cells. Viable cells were gated into
CD3* T cells and CD19* B cells. CD3* T cells were gated into CD8*/CD4" T cells. CD8* T cells were
gated into CD8* Multimer* (CMV-specific) T cells: (B). representative flow cytometry plots from
a healthy CMV-seropositive individual and CMV-seropositive-lung transplant candidate. (C)
represents the proportion of CMV-specific T cellsin CMV-seropositive healthy volunteers (n=12)
and CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates (CMV+LTR (n=19)) pre-transplant. P value was

determined by using two-tailed non-parametric unpaired t test (Mann-Whitney U test).

Figure 4. Phenotypic analysis of peripheral blood mononuclear cells in CMV-seropositive healthy
volunteers and lung transplant candidates pre-transplant. Peripheral blood mononuclear cells
from healthy donors and transplant candidates were stained with surface markers such as CD3,
CD8, CD4, LIVE/DEAD fixable near-IR Dead Cell Stain, CD19, CD27, CD28, CD45RA, CCR7 and
CD57 and analysed using flow cytometry. Samples were categorised into three groups CMV-
seropositive healthy donors (n=14), CMV-seropositive lung transplant candidates (CMV+LTR
(n=21)) and CMV-seronegative lung transplant candidates (CMV-LTR (n=14)) pre-transplant. (A)
represents the proportion of viable T (CD3*) cells, CD8* T cells, CD4* T cells and B cells in CMV+
healthy donors, CMV+ and CMV- lung transplant candidates. (B) and (C), represents the
proportions of CD8*/CD4* memory T cells (early central memory (ECM), late central memory

(LCM), early effector memory (EEM), late effector memory (LEM)) in CMV+ healthy donors,
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CMV+ and CMV- lung transplant candidates. (D) represents the proportions of CD19* naive and
memory B cells in CMV+ healthy donors, CMV+ and CMV- lung transplant candidates. P<0.05

as determined by two-tailed nonparametric unpaired t test (Mann-Whitney U test).

Figure 5. Cell surface expression of integrins and co-stimulatory molecules on CD8*/CD4*/CMV-specific
T cells healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates pre-transplant. Peripheral blood
mononuclear cells from healthy volunteers and transplant candidates were stained with surface
markers such as CD4, CD8, LIVE/DEAD fixable near=IR Dead Cell Stain, CD11a, CD18, CD29, CD49d
CDA49f, CD103 and HLA matched pMHC multimer and analysed-using flow cytometry. Samples
were categorised into three groups CMV-seropositive healthy volunteers (n=14), CMV-
seropositive (n=21) and CMV-seronegative lung transplant candidates (n=14). Data represents
the median fluorescencecintensity (MFI) of cell surface integrin or co-stimulatory molecules;
CD11a, CD18; CD29, CD49d, CD49f, and CD103 on CD8* T cells (A), CD8* Multimer* (CMV-
specific) T cells (B) and CD4" T cells (C) and compared between CMV-seropositive healthy
volunteers, CMV-seropositive and CMV-seronegative lung transplant candidates (CMV+LTR and
CMV-LTR) groups. *P<0.05, **P<0.01, ***P<0.001, ****P<0.0001 as determined by two-tailed

non-parametric unpaired t test (Mann-Whitney U test).

Figure 6. Expression of transcription factors and effector molecule within the CD8*/CD4*/ CMV-specific
T cell population. Peripheral blood mononuclear cells from CMV-seropositive healthy virus
carriers and transplant candidates were stained with CD4, CD8, LIVE/DEAD fixable near-IR Dead
Cell Stain, Eomes, T-bet, Granzyme B and HLA matched pMHC multimer and analysed using flow
cytometry. Samples were categorised into three groups CMV-seropositive healthy virus carriers,

CMV-seropositive and CMV-seronegative lung transplant candidates pre-transplant. Data
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represents median fluorescence intensity (MFI) of Eomes, T-bet and Granzyme B in CD8* T cells
(A), CMV-specific T cells (B) and CD4* T cells (C) and compared between CMV-seropositive
healthy volunteers, CMV-seropositive and CMV-seronegative lung transplant candidates
(CMV+LTR and CMV-LTR) groups. *P<0.05, **P<0.01, ****P<0.0001 as determined by two-tailed

non-parametric unpaired t test (Mann-Whitney U test).
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Figure S1. Gating strategy to identify the phenotypic characteristics of T and B cell population. Peripheral blood mononuclear cells from transplant recipients were
stained with surface markers such as CD3, CD8, CD4, LIVE/DEAD fixable near-IR Dead Cell Stain, CD19, CD27, CD28, CD45RA, CCR7 and CD57 and analysed using flow
cytometry. Lymphocytes gated into single cells. Single cells were then gated into viable cells. Viable cells were gated into CD3* T cells and CD19* B cells. CD3* T cells
were gated into CD8*/CD4" T cells. CD8*/CD4* T cells were gated into memory and naive T cells using markers CD45RA and CCR7. Memory CD8*/CD4" T cells were
gated into early central memory (ECM), late central memory (LCM), effector memory (EM) using markers CD27 and CD28. EM (CD27-CD28-) T cells were gated into
early effector memory (EEM) and late effector memory (LEM) T cells using CD57. CD19* B cells were gated into memory B cells (CD27+CD19+) and naive B cells
(CD27-CD19+). Representative FACS plots in one lung transplant recipient.
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Figure S2. Phenotype of CMV-specific T cells in healthy virus carriers and lung transplant candidates
pre-transplant. Peripheral blood mononuclear cells from healthy virus carriers and lung transplant
recipients were stained with surface markers such as CD3, CD8, CD4, CD27, CD28, CD57, LIVE/DEAD
fixable near-IR Dead Cell Stain and HLA matched CMV-specific pMHC multimer and analysed using
flow cytometry. (A) represents the gating strategy to identify phenotype of CMV-specific T cells.
Lymphocytes gated into single cells. Single cells were then gated into viable cells. Viable cells were
gated into CD3* T cells and CD19+ B cells. CD3* T cells were gated into CD8*/CD4"* T cells. CD8* T cells
were gated into CD8* Multimer* (CMV-specific) T cells. CMV-specific T cells were gated into memory
T cells (early central memory (ECM), late central memory (LCM), effector memory (EM)) using markers
CD27 and CD28. EM T cells were gated into early effector memory (EEM) and late effector memory
(LEM) T cells using CD57. (B) represents the proportion of memory T cells (ECM, LCM, EEM, LEM) in
CD8*Multimer* T cells between healthy CMV-seropositive individuals (n=12) and CMV-seropositive
lung transplant recipients (CMV+LTR (n=19)) pre-transplant. P>0.05 as determined by two-tailed
nonparametric unpaired t test (Mann-Whitney U test).
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